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be agreed to and that the bill, as
amended, do pass.

By unanimous consent, the previous
question was ordered on the bill and
amendments.

The following amendments, reported
from the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union, were
agreed to:

Page 2, line 23, strike ‘‘$71,950,000’’ and in-
sert ‘‘$68,238,000’’.

Page 3, line 13, strike ‘‘$33,902,000’’ and in-
sert ‘‘$33,325,000’’.

Page 11, line 19, strike ‘‘$53,808,000’’ and in-
sert ‘‘$52,450,000’’.

Page 12, line 4, strike ‘‘$198,233,000’’ and in-
sert ‘‘$189,000,000’’.

Page 22, line 20, strike ‘‘$35,584,000’’ and in-
sert ‘‘$34,885,000’’.

Page 23, line 11, strike ‘‘$332,000’’ and insert
‘‘$324,000’’.

Page 23, line 23, strike ‘‘$3,014,000’’ and in-
sert ‘‘$2,932,000’’.

Page 24, line 5, strike ‘‘$3,403,000’’ and in-
sert ‘‘$3,345,000’’.

Page 24, line 10, strike ‘‘$3,842,000’’ and in-
sert ‘‘$3,701,000’’.

Page 24, line 20, strike ‘‘$53,188,000’’ and in-
sert ‘‘$51,934,000’’.

Page 26, line 8, strike ‘‘$3,108,000’’ and in-
sert ‘‘$3,058,000’’.

Page 26, line 19, strike ‘‘$67,348,000’’ and in-
sert ‘‘$66,348,000’’.

Page 42, line 18, strike ‘‘$35,346,000’’ and in-
sert ‘‘$31,155,000’’.

Page 51, line 5, strike ‘‘$121,269,000’’ and in-
sert ‘‘$117,593,000’’.

At the end of title III relating to ‘‘Execu-
tive Office of the President’’, insert the fol-
lowing paragraph:

REDUCTION IN AMOUNTS UNDER TITLE

Notwithstanding any other provision of
this Act, each amount appropriated or other-
wise made available by this title that is not
required to be appropriated or otherwise
made available by a provision of law is here-
by reduced by 5.7 percent.

Page 64, strike out lines 8 through 15 and
insert: ‘‘Any Federal agency which leases
commercial space in the Omaha, Nebraska—
Council Bluffs, Iowa, geographical area,
when entering into new leases, shall give
preference to space available meeting stand-
ard government lease criteria, provided the
space also meets the occupying agency’s
mission requirement. The agency shall give
priority consideration to space offered at the
lowest cost per square foot within the geo-
graphical area, provided that the space under
consideration also affords accessibility to
the greatest number of members of the pub-
lic served by the Federal agency, and to
other factors set out in the applicable stat-
utes and regulations.’’

At the end of the bill, insert after the last
section (preceding the short title) the follow-
ing new section:

SEC. . SENSE OF THE HOUSE.—
Whereas the United States Postal Service

will spend $440,000 to send 171 of their ‘‘cus-
tomers’’ to Barcelona, Spain for the 1992
Summer Olympics;

Whereas the Postal Service will pay for
travel expenses, hotel costs, daily tickets to
events, ground transportation, receptions,
and meals for 171 individuals;

Whereas the Postal Service expects to
spend $122,000,000 for its sponsorship of the
Olympics;

Whereas in 1991 the Postal Service raised
first-class postal rates 16 percent from 25
cents to 29 cents when the inflation rate was
under four percent; and

Whereas the Postal Service recorded a $1.5
billion debt in 1991 and has been in debt for
the past five years: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That it is the sense of the House
of Representatives that—

(1) the funding by the United States Postal
Office of trips to the Olympics for high vol-
ume mailers is an excessive and inappropri-
ate expense to American taxpayers who par-
tially support such service financially; and

(2) the United States Postal Service should
limit expenditures to improve delivery of the
mail.

Page 95, after line 8, insert the following
new section:

‘‘None of the funds made available by this
Act shall be available for approval of any
certificate of label approval which author-
izes the use of the name Crazy Horse on any
distilled spirit, wine or malt beverage prod-
uct.’’

The bill, as amended, was ordered to
be engrossed and read a third time, was
read a third time by title.

Mr. MYERS moved to recommit the
bill to the Committee on Appropria-
tions with instructions to report the
bill back to the House forthwith with
the following amendment:

None of the funds appropriated or other-
wise made available in this Act shall be
made available to an entity when it shall be
made known to the Secretary that such en-
tity has an announced policy of denying
funds to the Boy Scouts of America and the
activities of the Boy Scouts of America.

Pending consideration of said mo-
tion,

T81.31 POINT OF ORDER

Mr. ROYBAL made a point of order
against said motion, and said:

‘‘Mr. Speaker, I make a point of
order against the motion to recommit
with instructions because it includes a
limitation and is not in order under
clause 2, rule XXI. Under the prece-
dents of the House, it is not competent
for the House to amend the bill in the
manner proposed because it is not in
order for the House to instruct the
committee to do what the House itself
could not do.

‘‘Mr. Speaker, I quote from the
‘Precedents of the House of Represent-
atives’:

It is not in order to do indirectly by a mo-
tion to commit with instructions what may
not be done directly by way of amendment.
(Hinds’: Vol. 5, paragraph 5529)

‘‘Also, Mr. Speaker, a point of order
was sustained on a motion to recommit
with instructions because, and I quote:

It is clear that the amendment offered by
way of matter contained in the motion to re-
commit * * * would not have been in order if
offered as an amendment * * * (Cannon’s:
Vol. VIII, paragraph 2705)

‘‘Mr. Speaker, the gentleman’s mo-
tion to instruct includes a limitation
not specifically contained or author-
ized in existing law and not considered
in the Committee of the Whole pursu-
ant to clause 2(d) of rule XXI.

‘‘I ask for a ruling from the Chair.’’.
Mr. MYERS was recognized to speak

to the point of order and said:
‘‘Mr. Speaker, it is clear that in-

structions may not propose legislation
or unauthorized appropriations by way
of an amendment. This is strictly a
limiting period. On that issue, on Au-
gust 1, 1989, Speaker FOLEY ruled that
in the opinion of the Chair, ruling on
this matter of first impression, that
the clear language of clause 2(c), cited

by the Chairman here, of rule XXI, pro-
hibits limiting amendments from being
contained in a motion to recommit
since no limitation amendment was
permitted by the Committee of the
Whole under clause 2(d) of that rule.

‘‘Here a number of limitation amend-
ments have been considered and were
passed and become part of the law. So
clearly limitations have already be-
come part of this law. Likewise, that
consideration is past, we have already
considered limitations, and this is just
one more limitation which the rules
clearly understand.

‘‘Further, the Chair has ruled in the
past, on January 11, 1934, that rules
prohibiting certain amendments during
consideration of a general appropria-
tion bill would not distinguish them.

‘‘But here limitations have already
been passed. It is clear that this Chair
has ruled on them. The Committee has
accepted one or two. So the ruling on
limitations has already been consid-
ered by this House and passed.’’.

Mr. WALKER was recognized to
speak to the point of order, and said:

‘‘Mr. Speaker, as the gentleman from
Indiana [Mr. MYERS] has cited, the
precedents on this will not hold in this
instance where the Committee has in
fact adopted funds limitation amend-
ments.

‘‘The gentleman from Virginia [Mr.
WOLF] offered a funds limitation
amendment. It was accepted by the
House. It was exactly the same kind of
fund limitation that the gentleman
from Indiana [Mr. MYERS] now seeks to
offer in the motion to recommit. It was
a none of these funds amendment may
be made available by this act.

‘‘That is precisely what the gen-
tleman from Indiana [Mr. MYERS] has
in his motion to recommit. The Com-
mittee has decided to take such amend-
ments in this particular bill. So, there-
fore, it is entirely in order for the gen-
tleman from Indiana to offer such an
amendment as a part of his motion to
recommit.’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Mr.
MCNULTY, sustained the point of
order, and said:

‘‘The Chair is prepared to rule. The
gentleman from California [Mr. ROY-
BAL] correctly cites the ruling on page
600 of the manual as held by Speaker
FOLEY on August 1 and 3, 1989. The
point of order is sustained. The motion
of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr.
MYERS] is not in order.’’.

Mr. MYERS moved to recommit the
bill to the Committee on Appropria-
tions with instructions to report the
bill back to the House forthwith with
the following amendment:

On page 76, line 20, strike ‘‘or any succes-
sor organization’’.

After debate,
By unanimous consent, the previous

question was ordered on the motion to
recommit with instructions.

The question being put, viva voce,
Will the House recommit said bill

with instructions?
The SPEAKER pro tempore, Mr.

MCNULTY, announced that the nays
had it.
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So the motion to recommit with in-

structions was not agreed to.
The question being put, viva voce,
Will the House pass said bill?
The SPEAKER pro tempore, Mr.

MCNULTY, announced that the nays
had it.

Mr. ROYBAL demanded a recorded
vote on passage of said bill, which de-
mand was supported by one-fifth of a
quorum, so a recorded vote was or-
dered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice.

It was decided in the Yeas ....... 237!affirmative ................... Nays ...... 166

T81.32 [Roll No. 262]

AYES—237

Alexander
Anderson
Andrews (ME)
Andrews (NJ)
Andrews (TX)
Annunzio
Applegate
Atkins
AuCoin
Bacchus
Beilenson
Bennett
Berman
Bevill
Bilbray
Blackwell
Boehlert
Borski
Boucher
Brewster
Brooks
Browder
Brown
Bruce
Bryant
Byron
Campbell (CO)
Cardin
Carper
Carr
Chapman
Clay
Clement
Clinger
Coleman (TX)
Collins (IL)
Collins (MI)
Conyers
Cooper
Costello
Cox (IL)
Coyne
Cramer
Darden
de la Garza
DeFazio
DeLauro
Dellums
Derrick
Dicks
Dingell
Dixon
Donnelly
Dooley
Downey
Durbin
Dwyer
Eckart
Edwards (CA)
Edwards (TX)
Engel
English
Espy
Evans
Fascell
Fazio
Feighan
Flake
Foglietta
Ford (MI)
Ford (TN)
Frank (MA)
Frost
Gaydos
Gejdenson
Gephardt

Geren
Gibbons
Gilchrest
Gilman
Gonzalez
Gordon
Green
Guarini
Hall (OH)
Hamilton
Harris
Hatcher
Hayes (IL)
Hayes (LA)
Hertel
Hoagland
Hochbrueckner
Horn
Hoyer
Huckaby
Jefferson
Jenkins
Johnson (SD)
Johnston
Jones (GA)
Jones (NC)
Kanjorski
Kaptur
Kennedy
Kennelly
Kildee
Kleczka
Kolter
Kopetski
Kostmayer
LaFalce
Lancaster
Lantos
LaRocco
Laughlin
Lehman (CA)
Lehman (FL)
Levin (MI)
Levine (CA)
Lewis (GA)
Lipinski
Lloyd
Long
Lowey (NY)
Luken
Manton
Markey
Martinez
Matsui
Mavroules
Mazzoli
McCloskey
McCurdy
McDermott
McHugh
McMillen (MD)
McNulty
Mfume
Miller (CA)
Mineta
Mink
Moakley
Mollohan
Montgomery
Moody
Moran
Morella
Mrazek
Murtha
Nagle
Natcher

Neal (MA)
Nowak
Oakar
Oberstar
Obey
Olin
Olver
Ortiz
Orton
Owens (NY)
Owens (UT)
Panetta
Parker
Pastor
Payne (NJ)
Payne (VA)
Pease
Pelosi
Perkins
Peterson (FL)
Peterson (MN)
Pickett
Pickle
Poshard
Price
Quillen
Rahall
Rangel
Ravenel
Reed
Rose
Rostenkowski
Roukema
Rowland
Roybal
Russo
Sabo
Sangmeister
Sawyer
Scheuer
Schroeder
Schumer
Serrano
Sikorski
Sisisky
Skaggs
Skelton
Slaughter
Smith (IA)
Solarz
Spratt
Staggers
Stallings
Stark
Stokes
Studds
Swift
Synar
Tanner
Tauzin
Taylor (MS)
Thornton
Torricelli
Towns
Traficant
Unsoeld
Valentine
Vento
Visclosky
Volkmer
Walsh
Washington
Waters
Waxman
Weiss
Weldon

Wheat
Whitten
Williams

Wilson
Wise
Wolpe

Wyden
Yates
Yatron

NOES—166

Allard
Allen
Archer
Armey
Baker
Ballenger
Barrett
Barton
Bateman
Bentley
Bereuter
Bilirakis
Bliley
Boehner
Bunning
Burton
Callahan
Camp
Campbell (CA)
Chandler
Coble
Coleman (MO)
Combest
Condit
Coughlin
Cox (CA)
Crane
Cunningham
Dannemeyer
Davis
DeLay
Dickinson
Doolittle
Dorgan (ND)
Dornan (CA)
Dreier
Duncan
Edwards (OK)
Emerson
Erdreich
Ewing
Fawell
Fields
Franks (CT)
Gallegly
Gallo
Gekas
Gillmor
Gingrich
Glickman
Goodling
Goss
Gradison
Grandy
Gunderson
Hall (TX)

Hammerschmidt
Hancock
Hansen
Hastert
Hefley
Henry
Herger
Hobson
Holloway
Hopkins
Houghton
Hubbard
Hughes
Hunter
Hutto
Inhofe
Ireland
James
Johnson (CT)
Johnson (TX)
Jontz
Kasich
Klug
Kolbe
Kyl
Lagomarsino
Leach
Lent
Lewis (CA)
Lewis (FL)
Lightfoot
Livingston
Machtley
Marlenee
Martin
McCandless
McCollum
McCrery
McEwen
McMillan (NC)
Meyers
Michel
Miller (OH)
Miller (WA)
Molinari
Moorhead
Morrison
Murphy
Myers
Neal (NC)
Nichols
Nussle
Oxley
Packard
Pallone
Patterson

Paxon
Penny
Petri
Porter
Pursell
Ramstad
Ray
Regula
Rhodes
Riggs
Rinaldo
Ritter
Roberts
Roemer
Rogers
Rohrabacher
Roth
Santorum
Sarpalius
Saxton
Schaefer
Schiff
Schulze
Sensenbrenner
Shaw
Shays
Shuster
Skeen
Slattery
Smith (NJ)
Smith (OR)
Smith (TX)
Snowe
Solomon
Spence
Stearns
Stenholm
Stump
Sundquist
Swett
Taylor (NC)
Thomas (CA)
Thomas (WY)
Upton
Vander Jagt
Vucanovich
Walker
Weber
Wolf
Wylie
Young (AK)
Young (FL)
Zeliff
Zimmer

NOT VOTING—31

Abercrombie
Ackerman
Anthony
Aspin
Barnard
Bonior
Boxer
Broomfield
Bustamante
Dymally
Early

Fish
Hefner
Horton
Hyde
Jacobs
Lowery (CA)
McDade
McGrath
Richardson
Ridge
Roe

Ros-Lehtinen
Sanders
Savage
Sharp
Smith (FL)
Tallon
Thomas (GA)
Torres
Traxler

So the bill was passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote
whereby said bill was passed was, by
unanimous consent, laid on the table.

Ordered, That the Clerk request the
concurrence of the Senate in said bill.

T81.33 WAIVING REQUIREMENTS OF RULE
XI FOR CERTAIN RESOLUTIONS

Mr. MOAKLEY, by direction of the
Committee on Rules, reported (Rept.
No. 102–646) the resolution (H. Res. 507)
waiving clause 4(b) of rule XI with re-
spect to the consideration of certain
resolutions.

When said resolution and report were
referred to the House Calendar and or-
dered printed.

T81.34 WAIVING POINTS OF ORDER
AGAINST H.R. 5504

Mr. MOAKLEY, by direction of the
Committee on Rules, reported (Rept.
No. 102–647) the resolution (H. Res. 508)
waiving certain points of order against
and during consideration of the bill
(H.R. 5504) making appropriations for
the Department of Defense for the fis-
cal year ending September 30, 1993, and
for other purposes.

When said resolution and report were
referred to the House Calendar and or-
dered printed.

T81.35 ORDER OF BUSINESS—
CONSIDERATION OF CONFERENCE
REPORT ON S. 1150

On motion of Mr. FORD of Michigan,
by unanimous consent,

Ordered, That, notwithstanding the
provisions of clause 2 of rule XXVIII, it
may be in order on Thursday, July 2,
1992, or any day thereafter, for the
House to consider the conference re-
port on the bill (S. 1150) to reauthorize
the Higher Education Act of 1965, and
for other purposes; that all points of
order against said conference report
and its consideration are hereby
waived; that said conference report
shall be considered as read when called
up for consideration; and that debate is
limited to one hour, equally divided be-
tween the majority and the minority.

T81.36 HOUR OF MEETING

On motion of Mr. GEPHARDT, by
unanimous consent,

Ordered, That when the House ad-
journs today, it adjourn to meet at
10:30 a.m. on Thursday, July 2, 1992.

T81.37 ORDER OF BUSINESS—SUSPENSION
OF THE RULES

On motion of Mr. GEPHARDT, by
unanimous consent,

Ordered, That it may be in order on
the legislative day of Thursday, July 2,
1992, for the Speaker to recognize Mem-
bers for motions to suspend the rules
under clause 1, rule XXVII.

T81.38 MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT—
FEDERAL LABOR RELATIONS

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Mr.
MURTHA, laid before the House a mes-
sage from the President, which was
read as follows:
To the Congress of the United States:

In accordance with section 701 of the
Civil Service Reform Act of 1978 (Pub-
lic Law 95–454; 5 U.S.C. 7104(e)), I have
the pleasure of transmitting to you the
Thirteenth Annual Report of the Fed-
eral Labor Relations Authority for Fis-
cal Year 1991.

GEORGE BUSH.
THE WHITE HOUSE, July 1, 1992.
By unanimous consent, the message,

together with the accompanying pa-
pers, was referred to the Committee on
Post Office and Civil Service.

T81.39 SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION
REFERRED

A joint resolution of the Senate of
the following title was taken from the
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